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Table 1:  Split‐Level ANOVA (Type III) on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Nereocystis at BCMR.  Months analyzed separately.                  
Date  Source  df  MS  F Value  P                    Canopy  1  132.02  0.940  0.361 May  Understory  1  4318.02  30.372  <0.001   Canopy*Understory  1  62.02  0.436  0.512              Canopy  1  2.82  0.413  0.538 August  Understory  1  312.82  45.871  <0.001   Canopy*Understory  1  1.35  0.198  0.658                   Table 2:  Split‐Level ANOVA (Type III) on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Macrocystis at BCMR.  Months analyzed separately.                  
Date  Source  df  MS  F Value  P                    Canopy  1  1.67  1.020  0.342 May  Understory  1  13.07  8.553  0.005   Canopy*Understory  1  0.60  0.393  0.534              Canopy  1  0.15  0.069  0.799 August  Understory  1  6.02  3.989  0.051   Canopy*Understory  1  3.75  2.486  0.121 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Table 3:  Split‐Level ANOVA (Type III) on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Pterygophora at BCMR.  Months analyzed separately.                  
Date  Source  df  MS  F Value  P                    Canopy  1  2.40  0.906  0.369 May  Understory  1  17.07  5.176  0.027   Canopy*Understory  1  0.00  0.000  1.000              Canopy  1  3081.67  29.885  0.001 August  Understory  1  1815.00  13.256  0.001   Canopy*Understory  1  1728.07  12.621  0.001                   Table 4:  Split‐Level ANOVA (Type III) on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Desmarestia at BCMR.  Months analyzed separately.                  




















































































































































































Table 5:  Independent Samples t‐Tests comparing recruitment of Nereocystis in SWC between plots seeded with additional zoospores and plots with no additional input of reproductive material (all treatments pooled).               
Date  df  F  t  P 










Table 6: Independent Samples t‐Test.  Recruitment of Nereocystis at SWC between Canopy and No‐Canopy treatments.  To avoid possible a potentially counfounding factor, only non‐seeded plots were used in this analysis.                 df  F  t  P               April  34  2.154  0.702  0.151          May  34  0.669  0.275  0.419          June  34  40.8  ‐2.545  <0.001          July  34  3.006  ‐1.04  0.092          Sept  34  28.333  ‐2.129  <0.001          October  34  9.973  ‐1.435  0.003               
 Table 7a: Split‐Level ANOVA (type III) on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Macrocystis at SWC.  Months analyzed separately.                  
  Source  df  MS  F  P                    Canopy  1  0.417  0.633  0.449 April  Understory  1  0.15  0.254  0.616   Canopy*Understory  1  0.017  0.028  0.867              Canopy  1  0.267  0.023  0.884 May  Understory  1  256.267  24.767  <0.001   Canopy*Understory  1  1.067  0.103  0.750              Canopy  1  66.15  9.885  0.014 July  Understory  1  150.417  33.17  <0.001   Canopy*Understory  1  40.417  11.118  0.002 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Table 7b: One‐Way ANOVA on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Macrocystis at SWC.  Months analyzed separately. A post‐hoc Fisher’s LSD test was used to determine which factors were significant for all three months.                    Source  df  MS  F  P 
                 June  Between Groups  3  10.156  8.849  <0.001   Within Groups  56  1.148       Total  59                    Between Groups  3  1.572  4.344  0.008 Sept.  Within Groups  56  0.362       Total  59                    Between Groups  3  1.572  4.344  0.008 Oct.  Within Groups  56  0.362       Total  59                        
 Table 8a: Split‐Level ANOVA (type III) on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Pterygophora at SWC.  Months analyzed separately.                    Source  df  MS  F  P 




 Table 8b: One‐Way ANOVA on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Macrocystis at SWC.  Months analyzed separately.  A post‐hoc Fisher’s LSD test was used to determine which factors were significant for June and October.                  
    df  MS  F  P 












Table 9: Split‐Level ANOVA (type III) on the effects of Canopy and Understory on the recruitment of Desmarestia at SWC.  Months analyzed separately.                    Source  df  MS  F  P 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